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ADDRESS. 


As  the  following  pages  were  written  with  the 
view  to  induce  enquiry  into  the  system  of  medicine 
called  Homoeopathy,  and  to  awaken  in  the  mind  a 
desire  to  become  better  acquainted  with  the  great- 
est blessing  that  has  ever  dawned  upon  suffering 
humanity,  it  must  not  be  expected  that  the  rea- 
soning will  be  carried  to  any  great  length,  or  that 
the  arguments  here  used,  are  a tithe  of  those  which 
can  be  adduced  in  favor  of  the  New  System  ; nei- 
ther can  it  be  expected,  in  so  few  pages,  that  the 
numerous  objections  of  the  opponents  of  the 
system  will  be  met;  but  sufficient  will  be  found,  it 
is  hoped,  to  induce  the  doubtful  and  sceptical  to 
enquire  further. 


FAMILIAR  EXPLANATIONS, 


&C.  &C. 


A.  For  some  time  past  I have  been  frequently 
thinking,  whether  there  is  any  truth  in  the  new 
system  of  medicine  called  Homoeopathy,  and 
whether  there  is  any  particular  advantage  to  be 
gained  by  persons  placing  themselves  under  such 
treatment.  I should  like  if  possible  to  be  con- 
vinced, as  many  with  whom  I have  spoken  appear 
to  be,  of  the  superiority  of  this  system  to  that 
generally  adopted.  Is  there  any  certain  principle 
upon  which  the  system  is  founded?  What  is  the 
meaning  of  the  word  Homoeopathy?  for,  to  tell 
the  truth,  I know  very  little  about  the  matter. 

B.  Homoeopathy  is  a compound  of  two  Greek 
words,  and  signifies  similar  affection,  a>s  Allopathy 
signifies  another  affection;  and  Antipathy  a con- 
trary affection;  but  to  explain  it  still  more  clearly 
you  know,  I suppose,  that  all  medicines  possess 
in  a greater  or  less  degree,  the  property  of  dis-. 
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turbing  the  healthy  functions  of  the  body,  and 
producing  disease;  now,  if  a medicine  be  adminis- 
tered with  the  view  of  producing  a disease  the 
contrary  to  that  with  which  the  patient  is  afflicted, 
it  would  be  the  Antipathic  mode;  if  the  medicine 
administered  be  designed  to  produce  a disease 
different,  but  not  necessarily  contrary  to  that 
under  which  the  patient  labours,  it  would  he  the 
Allopathic  mode;  but  if  the  medicine  administered 
be  intended  to  produce  a similar  disease  to  that 
under  which  the  patient  suffers,  then  it  would  be 
the  Homoeopathic  mode;  and  all  Homoeopathists 
contend  that  this  is  the  only  safe  and  effectual 
method  of  treating  disease;  that  it  is  founded  upon 
a law  of  nature, — that  the  cure  of  any  disease 
must  be  effected  by  administering  such  remedies, 
which,  if  given  for  some  time  to  persons  in  health, 
would  produce  symptoms  analogous  to  the  disease 
itself.  The  great  doctrine  is  simply  expressed 
in  the  Latin  phrase,  “Similia  similibus  curantur,’ 
which  is  often  translated,  “like  cures  like;”  but 
the  English  phrase,  “Medicines  tend  to  cure 
diseases  similar  to  those  they  tend  to  produce,” 
fdves  a far  more  correct  notion  of  the  system. 

A.  Such  a doctrine  appears  rather  strange. 
You  say  it  is  a law  of  nature;  by  whom  was  it 
discovered? 
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B.  A book  ascribed  to  Hippocrates,  states — 
“ By  agencies  producing  effects  similar  16  tbe 
symptoms  of  tbe  disease  must  it  be  treated,  and 
not  by  contraries.”  Stahl  is  quoted  to  this  effect — 
“The  received  method  of  treating  diseases  con- 
traria  contrariis,  is  completely  false  and  absurd, 
that  diseases  are  subdued  by  remedies  producing 
a similar  affection,  similia  similibus , — as  frost 
bite  by  snow  or  ice -water.”  Paracelsus,  Haller, 
and  others,  lay  down  the  same  law.  But  the 
merit  of  promulgating  this  law  and  making  it  of 
universal  application  is  due  to  Samuel  Hahne- 
mann,* a native  of  Saxony,  educated  for  the 
medical  profession.  The  uncertainty  that  pre- 
vailed in  the  treatment  of  disease,  and  the  great 
doubts  that  hung  over  the  practice  of  medicine 
generally,  induced  him,  as  it  had  many  other  con- 
scientious men,  to  forego  all  practice,  and  devote 
himself  to  chemical  pursuits;  but  his  children 
being  attacked  with  dangerous  illness,  his  atten- 
tion was  earnestly  directed  to  ascertain  if  any 
thing  certain  eould  be  discovered  in  the  healing 
art.  At  length,  as  he  states,  while  engaged  in 
translating  a medical  work  of  Cullen,  he  was  so 

*Samuel  Hahnemann  died  in  his  eighty-ninth  year,  at 
his  residence  in  Paris,  on  Sunday  morning,  July  2nd,  1843. 
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struck  with  the  obscure  and  discordant  statements 
respecting  the  properties  of  Peruvian  Bark,  that 
he  resolved  to  try  what  would  be  the  effect  upon 
himself;  and  he  was  very  much  surprised  to  find 
that  it  produced  those  symptoms  which  accompany 
that  kind  of  intermittent  fever  which  Peruvian 
Bark  is  known  to  cure.  He  repeated  the  expe- 
riment upon  himself,  and  induced  many  of  his 
friends  to  submit  to  the  same  experiments; — the 
results  were  always  alike.  Conceiving  that  the 
circumstance  was  not  merely  accidental,  or  con- 
fined to  Peruvian  Bark,  he  commenced  experi- 
menting with  other  medicinal  substances,  and 
after  years  of  patient  and  persevering  labour, 
was  confirmed  in  his  opinions,  and  published  the 
facts  to  the  world. 

A.  Can  you  make  this  a little  more  clear  by  a 
few  illustrations? 

B.  Many  examples  might  be  given  illustrative 
of  the  Homoeopathic  Law,  not  merely  from  the 
writings  of  Homoeopathists  themselves,  but  from 
the  evidence  of  physicians,  who  are  either  opposed 
to  Homoeopathy,  or  who  had  no  suspicion  that 
the  facts  they  stated  had  any  relation  to  a natural 
law.  Mercury,  if  large  quantities  be  introduced 
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into  the  system,  accidentally  or  otherwise,  will 
produce  dysentery,  ulceration  of  the  intestines, 
boils,  jaundice,  liver  complaint;  and  yet  we 
have  the  testimony  of  physicians  of  the  highest 
repute,  that  these  disorders  are  to  be  success- 
fully treated  by  a judicious  employment  of  mer- 
cury. Again,  Dr.  Paris  says,  “ that  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  copper  smelting  works  of 
Cornwall  and  Wales,  he  has  seem  cows  suffering 
from  cancerous  affection,  in  consequence  of  the 
arsenical  fumes  arising  from  the  smelting  works;” 
and  Dr.  Rush  says,  “ I believe  arsenic  to  be  the 
most  efficacious  remedy  that  has  ever  been  used  for 
cancerous  affections.”  Orfila  states,  “ that  can- 
tharides  excites  the  most  violent  inflammation  in 
every  texture  of  the  body  with  which  it  comes  in 
contact;”  and  from  the  testimony  of  other  medical 
men,  we  learn,  that  cantharides  is  capable  of 
curing  inflammation  of  certain  descriptions.  Sul- 
phur has  been  extensively  and  successfully  employ- 
ed in  many  cutaneous  affections;  but  the  pow- 
er of  sulphur  to  excite  eruption  of  the  skin  similar 
to  itch,  &c.  can  be  doubted  by  no  one  who  has 
visited  the  sulphur-baths  in  Germany,  where 
the  “ bath* rash”  is  one  of  the  most  constant 
effects  experienced  by  those  who  drink  the  water; 
and  it  is  said,  that  sulphurous  baths  often  produce 

A* 
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the  very  diseases  which  they  are  employed  to 
cure.  It  will  be  admitted  as  a familiar  fact,  that 
the  use  of  strong  tea  produces,  especially  in  indi- 
viduals not  accustomed  to  it,  a train  of  nervous 
symptoms,  such  as  wakefulness,  great  irritability, 
palpitations  of  the  heart,  anxiety,  &c  ; and  Dr. 
Copeland  says — “ In  the  summer  of  1826,  I was 
requested  by  a practitioner  to  see  the  daughter 
of  a clergyman  residing  in  Westminster,  labour- 
ing under  most  violent  nervous  palpitation,  which 
had  resisted  the  means  advised  by  several  phy- 
sicians who  had  been  consulted.  She  was  thin, 
delicate,  and  highly  nervous.  Finding  that  the 
remedies  usually  prescribed  in  such  cases  had  been 
employed  without  affording  relief,  I suggested 
that  a strong  infusion  of  green  tea  should  be  giv- 
en three  or  four  times  a day,  and  continued  for  a 
few  days;  relief  speedily  followed,  and  in  two  or 
three  days,  complete  recovery.”  Vaccination  is 
another  instance  of  the  Homoeopathic  Law,  and 
the  best  proof  of  its  efficacy  in  the  prevention  of 
small  pox,  is  the  universal  acknowledgment  of  it 
by  people  of  all  countries;  and  the  experiments 
of  physicians  of  late  years  have  proved,  that  the 
cow-pox,  and  small-pox,  if  not  the  same  disease, 
at  least  exhibit  similar  symptoms.  Upon  these 
facts,  and  many  more  of  a similar  character,  most 
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medical  men  are  agreed;  and  the  doctrine  of 
Homoeopathy  is,  that  a medicine  that  possesses 
the  power  of  effectually  curing  disease,  does  so 
only  on  account  of  the  property  it  possesses  of 
creating  analogous  symptoms  in  a healthy  indi- 
vidual; hence  we  find  Hahnemann  recommending 
and  prescribing  for  diseases,  those  medicines  only, 
which,  having  been  tested  on  persons  in  health, 
manifest  symptoms  most  closely  resembling  those 
under  which  a patient  is  suffering. 

A.  The  facts  you  have  just  stated  greatly  sur- 
prise me;  for  I always  thought  that  Homoeopathy 
meant  a small  dose  of  medicine;  so  small,  that 
none  could  either  see,  taste,  or  smell  it;  and  am  I 
not  right  in  understanding,  that  the  dose  is  so 
small  as  to  be  inappreciable  to  the  ordinary  senses, 
and  that  only  such  doses  are  employed  by  the 
Homoeopathic  practitioner? 

B.  You  are  quite  right,  the  doses  are  small, 
necessarily  so;  and  it  is  this  circumstance  that 
has  afforded  so  fruitful  a source  of  ridicule  to  the 
witty  opponents  of  the  system.  You  must  how- 
ever bear  in  mind,  that  Homoeopathy,  and  the 
employment  of  minute  doses,  are  two  separate 
and  distinct  things.  A remedy  is  Homoeopathic, 
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not  from  the  quantity  of  the  dose,  but  from  its 
relation  to  the  disease.  Every  remedy  is  Homoe- 
opathic whenever  it  stands  in  the  relation  of  simi- 
larity to  the  disease  intended  to  be  cured,  no 
matter  if  the  dose  be  three  grains,  or  the  decil- 
lionth  part  of  a grain.  Hahnemann  commenced 
his  practice  by  administering  the  remedies  in  the 
usual  quantities,  and  as  any  one  might  almost 
have  foretold,  fearful  and  dangerous  aggravation 
of  the  disease  took  place.  He  therefore  was 
compelled  to  diminish  the  dose  considerably. 
There  is,  after  all,  nothing  so  very  remarkable  in 
small  doses  producing  an  effect,  if  we  do  but 
consider,  that  when  any  part  of  the  body  is  suf- 
fering from  disease,  it  is  susceptible  of  irritation 
from  the  most  trifling  cause.  The  hand,  for 
instance,  can  be  held  to  the  fire,  and  submitted 
to  a degree  of  heat  that  would  be  intolerable  if 
any  part  of  it  were  wounded  by  a burn.  A head- 
ache may  also  be  increased  by  a noise  so  slight, 
that  one  in  health  would  scarcely  notice.  So 
also  is  the  ordinary  light  of  day  productive  of 
much  suffering  and  pain  to  those  afflicted  with 
inflammation  of  the  eyes.  Cases  of  this  kind 
might  be  mentioned  without  number;  and  many, 
no  doubt,  will  occur  to  your  mind.  When  medi- 
cines are  administered  that  are  intended  to  act 
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upon  organs  already  in  a state  of  high  suscep- 
tibility, the  effect  must  be  to  augment  suffering, 
unless  the  dose  be  extremely  small. 

A.  But  the  doses  employed  are  so  exceedingly 
minute,  that  to  me  it  appears  there  can  be  no 
medicine  at  all  given,  and  therefore  nothing  to 
operate  upon  the  system. 

B.  You  are  not  the  only  one  who  thinks  so; 
but  let  not  the  minute  doses  given  under  this 
mode  of  treatment  prove  to  you  a great  stumbling- 
block,  as  it  has  to  many.  Dwell  upon  the  fact 
that  they  do  operate.  Daily  experience  can  tes- 
tify to  the  salutary  effects  produced;  and  if  you 
will  but  bear  in  mind,  that  doses  of  medicine  must 
vary  according  to  the  principles  by  which  the 
medicine  is  selected,  you  will  no  longer  wonder 
that  large  doses  are  necessary  to  disturb  health, 
or  produce  a new  disease,  whilst  minute  doses 
will  always  be  sufficient  to  operate  upon  organs 
already  affected.  You  must  also  remember,  that 
the  mode  of  preparing  the  remedies,  developes  in 
them  active  properties,  which  are  not  manifest  in 
drugs  prepared  in  the  usual  manner;  so  that 
many  substances,  which  were  considered  to  be 
inert,  develop,  by  the  peculiar  process,  active 
principles  to  a degree  previously  unheard  of. 
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A.  But  how  can  so  small  a quantity  operate? 
It  really  appears  quite  incredible. 

B.  I am  not  aware  that  any  Homoeopathist 
can,  with  certainty,  say  how  they  act 5 but  they 
most  certainly  know  that  they  do  act;  and  with 
that  they  are  satisfied,  as  any  wise  person  would 
be.  Now,  observe  these  substances  : — one  is 
Arsenic;  the  other,  Epsom  salts.  Can  you  taste, 
smell,  or  in  any  way  perceive  any  thing  in  them, 
that  would  lead  you  to  suppose  that  one  would 
act  on  the  stomach,  corroding  and  destroying  it, 
and  the  other  on  the  bowels  as  an  aperient?  Can 
you  see  such  a difference  in  them,  as  would  lead 
you  to  pronounce  one  to  be  be  a deadly  poison, 
and  the  other  a purgative?  Can  the  wisest  state 
a reason  for  the  different  effects  these  substances 
produce;  and  yet,  who  doubts  it?  Again,  is  it 
possible  to  conceive  the  size  of  the  particles  con- 
tinually thrown  off  from  a grain  of  musk?  A 
grain  of  musk,  you  know,  will  scent  an  apart- 
ment for  years.  How  inconceivably  small  then 
must  each  particle  be,  and  yet  how  powerfully  it 
affects  the  olfactory  nerves,  We  know  these 
things  to  be  so.  We  want  no  acute  reasoning 
to  convince  us.  We  know  facts  by  experiment, 
and  it  is  by  experience,  and  that  alone  that  the 
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Homoeopathic  Law  has  been  confirmed,  and  its 
practice  regulated. 

A.  Doubtless  we  should  believe  but  little  if 
we  believe  only  that  which  we  can  comprehend; 
and  our  stock  of  knowledge  would  be  exceedingly 
limited  if  we  refused  to  admit  the  existence  of 
effects,  because  the  cause  was  beyond  our  com- 
prehension. We  know  not  how  a seed  bursts  in 
the  ground,  and  springs  up,  assimilating  to  itself 
the  water,  and  air,  and  soil  in  which  it  is  imbed- 
ded, and  by  which  it  is  surrounded;  and  how, 
upon  the  same  soil,  and  surrounded  by  the  same 
circumstances,  one  plant  can  become  nutritious 
food,  and  another  deadly  poison;  yet  we  do  not 
dispute  the  fact:  but  still,  does  it  not  appear 
more  natural,  that  a disease  should  be  successfully 
combated  by  a medicine,  capable  of  producing  a 
contrary  effect,  rather  than  by  one  having  the 
power  to  produce  a similar  effect? 

B.  Certainly;  for  you  know,  instinct  leads  us, 
when  too  warm,  to  cool  ourselves;  when  thirsty, 
to  moisten  the  mouth:  and  these  considerations 
have  led  to  the  employment  of  purgatives  in  con- 
stipation; of  astringents,  in  diarrhoea;  of  refrige- 
rants, or  cooling  medicines,  in  fever;  of  sedatives. 
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in  pain;  of  blood-letting,  in  an  excited  state  of 
the  circulation;  but  this  practice,  so  natural  in 
theory,  is  dangerous  and  unsuccessful  in  practice, 
It  is  admitted  that  such  methods  may  in  many 
cases  palliate,  but  it  never  cures  directly;  it  may 
relieve,  but  mostly  at  the  expense  of  the  patient’s 
after  health.  Take  for  example  a patient  labour- 
ing under  some  violent  nervous  affection ;• — A 
sedative,  say  opium,  ora  preparation  from  opium, 
is  given;  the  pain  is  relieved,  but  next  day  it 
returns;  the  dose  must  be  repeated;  and  day  after 
day  the  dose  is  not  only  repeated,  but  increased. 
Now  what  is  the  consequence?  The  sufferings 
may  be  relieved,  but  in  addition  to  removing  pain, 
the  drug  acts  in  another  way,  it  disorders  the 
digestive  organs,  causing  head-ache,  constipation, 
&c  , thus  rendering  the  patient  miserable;  so  that 
the  relief  obtained  is  far  from  being  equivalent 
to  the  permanently  disordered  health. 

A.  Well,  f suppose  there  may  be  truth  in  that, 
for  I have  frequently  found,  that  after  taking 
medicine,  although  the  complaint  appears  removed, 
still  I felt  very  unpleasant  sensations  for  some 
itme. 

B.  No  doubt;  for  instance,  in  habitual  costive 
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ness,  a purgative  is  administered,  the  bowels  are 
acted  upon,  but  soon  re-action  succeeds,  and  is 
superadded  to  the  existing  constipation;  the  dose 
is  repeated  and  increased,  and  soon  will  follow 
confirmed  dyspepsia,  and  a train  of  ills,  its  neces- 
sary attendants.  Again,  the  want  of  permanent 
success  which  follows  blood-letting,  is  seen  in  the 
every-day  case  of  individuals  being  bled  for  ten- 
dency of  blood  to  the  head.  Relief  is  obtained, 
but  the  so-called  tendency  soon  returns;  the  indi- 
vidual continues  to  be  bled  periodically,  but  with 
only  temporary  relief.  The  cause  of  the  com- 
plaint has  not  been  or  ever  can  be  removed  by 
such  means;  and  be  it  remembered,  that  this 
practice  of  blood-letting  is  most  dangerous,  for 
the  vital  energies  are  So  much  impaired,  that  the 
patient  is  unable  to  bear  up  against  the  disease. 
You  may  now,  perhaps,  from  what  I have  said, 
see,  that  however  natural  the  theory  may  be — to 
meet  disease  by  medicine  capable  of  producing  a 
contrary  effect,  practice  proves  such  a system  to 
be  not  only  almost  useless,  but  decidedly  dange- 
rous and  injurious, 

A.  Then  I am  to  suppose,  that  no  diseases  can 
be  cured  in  any  other  way  than  by  Homoeopathic 
remedies,  and  to  believe  that  no  cure  has  been 
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effected  by  physicians  according  to  the  usual 
practice. 

B.  It  is  very  doubtful  whether  disease  can  be 
permanently  cured  by  any  other  medicines  than 
those  which  are  capable  of  producing  similar 
symptoms.  I certainly  would  not  deny,  that  cures 
have  been  effected  by  physicians  under  the  usual 
practice;  for  I believe  that  many  have  been  very 
successfully  treated;  still  in  all  such  cases,  I think 
the  Homoeopathic  Law  might  be  recognised, 
although  the  physician  might  have  been  ignorant 
of  its  existence;  for  Dr.  Thompson,  when  speak- 
ing of  arsenic  as  a tonic  in  intermittent  fever, 
says,  “ it  is  not  easy  to  explain  the  manner  in  which 
it  produces  its  beneficial  effects,  as  it  sometimes 
produces  symptoms  at  variance  with  our  notions 
of  those  which  follow  the  exhibition  of  a tonic, 
and  yet  it  cures  the  disease;”— the  Homoeopathic 
physician  would  say,  and  therefore  it  cures  the 
disease;  because  arsenic,  if  taken  in  sufficient 
quantities,  does  produce  the  symptoms  of  an  in- 
termittent fever,  resembling  ague.  I have  before 
mentioned  sulphur,  mercury,  &c.  as  producing 
symptoms  similar  to  those  that  characterize  the 
diseases  that  sulphur,  mercury,  &c.  will  cure;  and 
so  here  we  have  proof  from  physicians,  not 
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Homceopathists,  of  the  success  attending  Homoe- 
opathic remedies;  and  the  success  would  undoubt- 
edly have  been  greater,  had  the  curative  princi- 
ple been  recognised  and  acknowledged;  for  Homoe- 
opathic medicines  have  the  power,  as  may  readily 
be  supposed,  to  aggravate  the  disease,  and  should 
be  administered  with  caution,  and  in  small  quan- 
tities. 

A.  Does  it  not  appear  very  extraordinary,  that 
the  existence  of  such  a law  in  the  curative  art 
should  have  remained  undiscovered  for  thousands 
of  years? 

B.  There  is  nothing  very  extraordinary  that 
a law  of  nature  should  remain  so  long  undiscov- 
ered.  The  ancients  were  quite  aware  that  a stone, 
if  loosed  from  the  hand,  would  fall  to  the  ground; 
but  they  did  not  suspect  that  the  same  power 
which  caused  the  stone  to  fall,  retained  the  moon 
in  its  orbit.  The  ancients  also  knew  that  amber, 
subjected  to  friction,  possessed  the  property  of 
attracting  light  substances;  but  this  did  not  lead 
them  to  the  knowledge  of  the  electric  fluid.  It 
requires  an  extraordinary  genius,  surrounded  by 
favourable  circumstances,  to  discover  a law  of 
nature.  If  Newton  had  been  educated  in  a farm- 
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yard,  instead  of  being  educated  at  Cambridge,  it 
is  not  at  all  probable  that  his  genius  would  have 
been  directed  towards  the  investigation  of  the 
law  of  gravitation;  and  had  Hahnemann  been 
brought  up,  as  it  was  intended  he  should  be,  to 
his  father’s  business,  that  of  a painter  on  porce- 
lain, it  is  not  at  all  probable,  his  attention  would 
have  been  directed  to  medicine.  Both  Newton 
and  Hahnemann  would  have  possessed  great 
minds,  in  whatever  pursuits  they  might  have  been 
engaged;  but  if  the  one  had  not  received  a Mathe- 
matical education,  and  the  other  a Medical  edu- 
cation, it  is  not  very  probable  that  either  would 
have  made  those  discoveries  that  have  immortal- 
ized their  names.  From  these  remarks  you  may 
also  perceive  how  very  absurd  is  the  argument, 
or  rather  objection,  made  by  many  against  the 
system,  because  it  is  new , therefore,  they  will  not 
receive  it.  All  discoveries  were  once  new;  and 
if  we  are  to  wait  for  age  to  give  sanction  to  a 
discovery,  each  succeeding  generation  must  remain 
deprived  of  the  fruit  of  its  industry  and  research; 
but  we  have  seen  already,  that  the  practice  of 
Homoeopathy  is  not  new  ; although  the  discovery 
of  the  law  may  be,  and  a certain,  successful 
practice,  in  conformity  with  this  Law,  is  a very 
powerful  argument  in  its  favour. 
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A.  I can  scarcely  help  smiling;  but  is  it  really 
true,  that  the  dose  of  medicine  given  by  Homoe- 
opathists  is  less  than  the  millionth  part  of  a grain? 

B.  Ye3,  and  however  strange  it  may  appear,  it 
is  not  the  less  true,  that  the  infinitely  small  doses 
effect  a cure,  after  all  the  nauseous  drugs,  adminis- 
tered in  poisonous  quantities,  have  failed  to  effect 
aught  but  injury  to  the  patient.  Try  the  experi- 
ment in  any  slight  ailment,  and  you  would  soon  be 
convinced.  The  Homoepathist  could  give  a larger 
dose,  if  the  smaller  one  were  not  sufficient,  but  if 
experience  tells  you  that  a small  dose  is  effectual, 
why  have  recourse  to  a larger  one?  But,  as  I 
have  before  observed,  the  quantity  of  the  medicine 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  principles  of 
Homoeopathy.  Let  a physician  act  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  “ like  cures  like,”  and  he  would  be  com- 
pelled to  administer  small  doses.  Practice  would 
teach  him,  what  it  taught  the  great  discoverer  of 
the  Law,  that  any  but  extremely  small  doses  were 
highly  injurious  to  the  patient. 

A.  One  great  advantage,  I certainly  ean  see  in 
small  doses,  is,  that  they  cannot  weaken  the 
patient,  and  if  indeed  effectual,  there  is  no  danger 
incurred. 
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B.  And  what  a wonderful  advantage  is  this. 
A patient  is  already  weakened  by  the  complaint; 
therefore,  why  weaken  still  more  by  causing  drugs 
to  act  violently  upon  the  system?  It  is  unreason- 
able. Let  an  individual  of  sound  constitution  and 
robust  health,  submit  to  the  same  bleeding,  purg- 
ing, and  blistering,  so  much  resorted  to,  in  the 
ordinary  practice  in  cases  of  acute  disease,  and 
then  ask  himself  what  would  be  the  effect  on  his 
constitution?  If  such  a course  would  wear  down 
health  and  strength,  how  much  more  dangerous 
must  be  its  consequence  on  those  already  weakened 
by  sickness?  Better,  far  better,  leave  the  patient 
to  nature,  than  thus  fearfully  aid  and  abet  the 
ravages  of  disease.  Hear  what  Dr.  Elliotson  says, 
in  speaking  of  the  use  of  mercury  in  liver  com- 
plaints, We  frequently,  says  he,  break  up  the 
patient's  constitution  without  affording  him  relief: 
and  the  same  doctor  asserts  of  Mr.  Abernethy^ 
that  had  he  lived  for  a hundred  years,  and  done 
good  all  the  time,  he  would  not  have  atoned  for 
the  mischief  he  has  done  by  making  people  take 
blue  pill.  Half  the  people  in  England  have  been 
led  to  fancy  that  they  cannot  live  without  blue 
pill,  which  not  only  does  no  more  good  than  any 
other  purgative,  but  renders  those  who  take  it 
susceptible  of  cold,  and  must  altogether  be  exceed- 
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ijlgly  injurious.  Dr.  Marshall  says,  that  of  the 
whole  number  of  fatal  diseases  in  infancy,  a great 
proportion  occur  from  this  undue  application  of  ex- 
hausting remedies,  namely,  blistering,  leeching, 
purging,  & c.  It  must  not  be  forgotten,  that  persons 
under  the  usual  treatment,  are  submitted  to  “ active 
measures,”  particularly  should  the  case  be  acute; 
that  is,  they  will  be  bled,  or  have  to  swallow  large 
doses  of  calomel,  or  some  other  drug,  that  may 
happen  to  be  the  fashion  of  the  time,  and  when 
this  wholesale  administration  of  drugs  is  followed 
by  unfavourable  results,  the  friends  of  the  patient 
never  permit  themselves  to  attribute  death  to  any 
other  cause  than  the  original  disease,  and  the 
medical  man  does  not  feel  himself  called  upon  to 
proclaim  the  consequences  of  his  practice;  but 
when  the  consequences  are  not  immediate,  neither 
physician  nor  patient  feel  inclined  to  refer  a chronic 
disease  in  after  life  to  the  baneful  effects  of  drugs 
employed  in  curing  a former  disease.  Medical 
men — - 

A.  Really  such  observations  appear  very  fright- 
ful, but  at  the  same  time  I must  acknowledge  there 
is  much  truth  in  what  you  say.  I confess  I never 
saw  cases  in  such  a light  before. 
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B.  Medical  men,  I was  about  to  say,  acknow- 
ledge that  some  medicines  in  frequent  use  possess 
the  power  of  accumulating  in  the  body,  and  then 
suddenly  breaking  out  into  dangerous,  incurable 
disease;  incurable,  because  proceeding  from  poison- 
ous drugs,  that  have  entered  every  tissue  of  the 
frame.  Discoloured  skin,  livid  lips,  diseased  liver, 
dropsy,  and  other  fearful  disorders,  are  stated  by 
physicians  as  the  results  of  the  retention  in  the 
body  of  drugs  administered  at  some  former  period. 
Dr.  Elliotson  says,  when  a person  has  taken  a 
great  quantity  of  chalk  mixture,  and  even  mag- 
nesia, concretions  have  sometimes  been  formed. 
In  the  museum  of  St.  Thomas’s  hospital,  there  is 
a preparation  where  the  intestines  of  a child  are 
completely  blocked  up  with  magnesia:  it  has  the 
appearance  of  hard  mortar,  regularly  cemented. 

A.  Do  you  think  it  possible,  that  thousands  of 
well  educated  men  should  have  been  all  this  time 
in  error  as  to  the  principles  of  the  curative  art? 

B.  Ask  yourself,  is  the  ordinary  practice  of 
medicine  such  as  to  induce  any  one  to  believe, 
that  the  introduction  of  any  new  discovery  is  quite 
unnecessary?  Is  it  such  as  will  convince  any  one 
of  the  impossibility  of  further  improvement?  Has 
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it,  think  you,  reached  the  acme  of  perfection? 
Do  you  suppose  that  a physician,  administering 
thi  ’ee,  four,  or  perhaps  twenty  different  drugs,  in 
one  nauseating  dose,  can  say  what  effect  each,  or 
all  of  them,  can  have  on  the  diseased  patient? 
Eead  the  books  of  these  well  educated  men,  and 
then  say  if  it  be  possible  to  establish  anything 
like  a system  out  of  such  a medley  of  controversy 
and  contradiction.  Sir  Arthur  Clark  states  that 
Stohll  attributes  the  frequency  of  consumption  to 
the  introduction  of  Peruvian  Bark.  Morton  con- 
siders the  bark  an  effectual  cure.  Reid  ascribes 
the  frequency  of  the  disease,  to  the  use  of  mer- 
cury; while  Brillonet  asserts,  that  it  is  curable  by 
this  mineral  only.  Rush  says  that  consumption 
is  an  inflammatory  disease,  and  should  be  treated 
by  bleeding,  purging,  cooling  medicines,  and  star- 
vation; whilst  Salvadore  says,  it  is  a disease  of 
debility,  and  should  be  treated  by  tonics,  stimula- 
ting remedies,  and  a generous  diet.  Dr.  Beddoes 
recommends  foxglove  as  a specific  in  consumption ; 
Dr.  Parr  says,  foxglove  is  more  injurious  than 
beneficial;  and  the  late  professor  Gregory  used  to 
declare,  that  ninety-nine  out  of  a hundred  medi- 
cal doctrines  were  little  better  than  stark  staring 
nonsense.  In  small-pox,  in  croup,  in  catarrh,  in 
dysentery,  in  delirium  tremens,  in  every  disease 
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that  flesh  is  heir  to,  one  treatment  is  recommended 
and  practised  by  some  physicians,  while  others 
recommend  a practice  and  treatment  the  very 
reverse;  so  that  if  one  mode  of  treatment  be  right, 
the  other  mode  must  be  wrong;  and  it  too  fre- 
quently occurs,  that  while  one  is  wrong,  the  other 
is  wrong  also.  With  such  conflicting  facts  as 
these  on  record,  one  might  imagine  the  confidence 
of  those  would  be  shaken  who  so  tenaciously 
.adhere  to  the  common  practice,  and  arouse  them 
to  exercise  their  judgment  a little  more  than  they 
do,  in  matters  that  so  very  materially  affect  their 
well  being;  but  some  seem  to  think,  that  to  depart 
from  an  old  beaten  track  is  a most  unpardonable 
enormity. 

| . 

A.  Now,  do  you  suppose,  that  if  I had  any 

disease,  that  all  Homoeopathic  physicians  would 
treat  me  in  the  same  way,  and  give  me  the  same 
remedies? 

IB.  The  principles  of  Homoeopathy  being  so 
very  plain,  it  would  be  impossible  for  any  well- 
skilled  physician  to  deviate  materially  from  his 
brother  practitioner.  There  is  such  a general 
uniformity  in  the  practice,  that  should  a different 
medicine  be  prescribed  in  some  cases,  it  would, 
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upon  critical  examination,  be  found  to  arise  solely 
from  the  circumstance  of  one  physician  consider- 
ing certain  symptoms  more  important  to  treat 
first  than  others.  There  would  be  no  gross  con- 
tradiction, no  discrepancy,  no  flagrant  opposition 
in  their  general  mode  of  treatment.  A very 
remarkable  anecdote,  and  much  to  the  point  is 
related  by  Karl  Luther,  in  his  work  “Allopathy 
and  Homoeopathy.”  It  runs  thus: — “When,  some 
years  ago,  a young  Homoeopathic  physician,  on 
his  travels,  passed  the  night  at  the  country  seat 
of  a nobleman,  the  latter  said  to  him,  that  he 
became  sick  twenty  years  ago.  He  consulted 
two  famous  doctors,  who  disputed  about  the  com- 
plaint. He  therefore  accepted  neither  the  one 
nor  the  other,  and  still  less  would  he  take  the 
medicine  they  prescribed.  He  then  set  about  to 
travel,  resolved  that,  if  he  could  find  three  phy- 
sicians of  the  same  opinion  in  respect  to  his 
disease,  he  would  submit  to  their  treatment.  He 
consulted  all  the  renowned,  and  some  unknown 
physicians;  but  could  never  find  any  harmony  in 
their  opinions.  He  thus  consulted  477  physicians, 
from  whom  he  obtained  3 1 3 diverse  opinions.  He 
received  892  different  prescriptions,  containing 
altogether  2079  different  drugs.  After  some 
hesitation,  he  agreed  with  the  proposal  of  his 
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guest,  to  write  to  33  Homoeopathic  physicians,  in 
different  places  and  countries,  and  to  send  an 
exact  account  of  his  complaint  to  each  of  them. 
Twenty-two  were  of  the  same  opinion,  both  res- 
pecting the  disease  and  proposed  treatment,  and 
all  the  twenty-two  recommended  the  same  medi- 
cament. The  nobleman,  very  much  satisfied  with 
this  result,  addressed  himself  to  the  nearest  Ho- 
moeopathic physician  for  his  treatment,  and  was 
in  a proportionably  short  time  completely  cured. 

A.  Can  any  reason  be  assigned  in  support  of 
the  theory,  that  to  cure  a disease,  a medicine 
must  be  given  that  is  capable  of  producing  symp- 
toms similar  to  those  which  the  disease  exhibits? 

B.  Homoeopathic  practice  is  the  result  of  facts 
and  observations.  Such  and  such  is  done,  such 
and  such  are  the  effects.  Now  facts  do  not  be- 
come less  facts,  because  unsupported  by  theory. 
Facts  are  infinitely  superior  to  theory;  and  it 
matters  just  nothing  could  no  reason  be  advanced 
to  account  for  the  principle  of  action.  Upon 
reflection,  it  would  seem  more  reasonable  to 
administer  Homoeopathic  remedies,  than  medi- 
cines that  have  the  power  merely  to  counteract, 
or  set  up  another  and  a different  class  of  symp- 
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toms.  Nature  requires  assistance,  when  the  body 
is  deranged,  in  order  to  restore  the  natural  func- 
tions to  their  proper  state,  and  secure  their  per- 
fect operation.  When  the  skin,  whose  office  it 
is  to  throw  off  the  moisture  of  the  body,  is  inter- 
fered with  through  cold,  the  kidneys,  or  the  lungs, 
or  the  bowels  suffer;  that  is,  these  organs  are 
called  upon  to  perform  the  office  that  the  skin  is 
unable  to  perform.  The  symptoms  arising  from 
poison,  taken  into  the  stomach,  as  sickness  and 
disordered  bowels,  are  only  efforts  of  nature  to 
expel  the  injurious  matter;  and  which  would  be 
the  most  prudent  method  of  proceeding,  to  endea- 
vour to  counteract  or  assist  these  salutary  efforts? 
We  might  suppose  a medicine  administered,  ca- 
pable of  allaying  the  sickness,  and  alleviating  the 
pain; but  the  symptoms  only  would  be  smothered,, 
the  disease  or  poison  would  remain  to  destroy* 
vitality;  and  if  we  are  not  quite  sure,  that  all! 
symptoms  of  disease  are  only  the  visible  efforts; 
of  nature  to  restore  the  disturbed  equilibrium,  we>. 
may  reasonably  conclude,  in  the  absence  of  alii 
proof  to  the  contrary,  that  such  is  the  case;  them 
we  at  once  perceive  the  reasonableness  of  using- 
Homoeopathic  remedies;  that  is,  remedies  calcula- 
ted to  assist,  not  to  counteract,  the  efforts  that; 
nature  makes  to  restore  the  body  to  health, 
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A.  There  appears  something  rational  in  such 
a theory;  but  can  you  give  any  reason  in  favour 
of  the  action  of  small  doses? 

B.  To  give  infinitely  small  doses,  that  are 
intended  to  act  upon  organs  composed  of  tissues 
infinitely  small  and  delicate,  would  appear  to  be 
only  adhering  to  the  reasonable  method  of  a 
mechanic,  who  adapts  the  size  of  his  instrument 
to  the  nature  of  his  work.  A watch-maker  would 
not  use  a carpenter’s  screw-driver.  Powerful, 
we  know,  such  an  instrument  would  be;  powerful 
to  derange  and  destroy;  but  quite  useless  for  the 
delicate  work  for  which  the  screw-driver  was 
required.  Minerals,  in  the  highly  attenuated 
form  of  vapour,  are  most  injurious;  whilst  a pal- 
pable mass  of  the  same  mineral  might  remain  in 
the  stomach  without  injury.  The  stomach  is  not 
the  only  channel  through  which  medicine  can 
enter  the  system.  The  matter  that  propagates 
pestilence,  from  marshes  and  stagnant  waters,  is 
impalpable,  and  invisible;  and  yet  attacks  the 
jhuman  frame  without  first  entering  the  stomach., 
tto  undergo  the  process  of  digestion.  The  more 
;attenuated  and  subtle  the  particles  of  medicine 
’become,  the  more  capable  must  they  be  of  being 
.absorbed  by  tissues  of  a structure  beyond  concep- 
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tion  fine  Air,  you  know,  will  pass  through 
pores  that  water  cannot  enter.  Only  rid  your- 
self of  the  prejudice  instilled  by  custom,  that 
medicine,  to  be  effective,  must  be  eaten  and 
drunk,  and  you  will  not  think  it  unreasonable 
that  infinitely  delicate  structures  should  be  most 
efficiently  operated  upon  by  particles  infinitely 
small. 

A.  But  I have  heard  that  Homoeopathic  phy- 
sicians owe  their  success  to  the  severe  regimen 
imposed  on  their  patients. 

B.  Homoeopathic  physicians  do  just  as  other 
physicians  would  do  in  this  matter;  advise  their 
patients  to  abstain  from  food  that  is  not  nutri- 
tious, or  easy  to  digest;  but  the  Homoeopathic  regi- 
men is  not,  I should  imagine,  very  severe,  when 
it  allows  for  breakfast, — cocoa,  weak  black  tea, 
milk,  arrow-root,  and  eggs;  and  for  dinner, — 
beef;  mutton;  poultry;  fish;  plainly  cooked  game; 
vegetables,  well  boiled;  plain  puddings  of  bread, 
rice,  sago,  tapioca,  semolina.  You  must  surely 
allow  that  here  is  much  more  than  sufficient  to 
gratify  the  dull  appetite  of  any  invalid.  Pork 
and  young  meats,  and  highly  seasoned  dishes,  are 
prohibited,  and  coffee  especially  forbidden,  as,  be- 
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sides  being  unwholesome,  it  possesses  medicinal 
properties,  and  operates  as  an  antidote  to  several 
Homoeopathic  remedies.  Now,  surely,  you  can 
never  impose  so  much  upon  your  understanding, 
as  to  persuade  yourself  that  diseases  can  be  cured 
by  merely  adhering  to  such  a diet  or  abstaining 
from  such  meats. 

A.  Are  there  not  certain  principles  taught  by 
Homoeopathy  as  to  the  cause,  effect  and  cure  of 
disease? 

B.  Dr.  Leon  Simon,  a celebrated  Homoepath 
in  Paris,  advances  the  following  three  principles 
on  these  all  important  subjects: — 

1st.  That  all  the  physiological  and  pathological 
phenomena  observed  in  the  human  body,  are 
governed  by  a force,  unknown  in  its  nature,  but 
appreciable  by  its  results;  a force,  one  and  indi- 
visible, although  multiplied  in  its  manifestations, 
called  the  VITAL  FORCE. 

2nd.  That  every  disease  is  the  result  of  an 
inharmonious  impression  made  by  an  external 
agent  on  that  vital  force. 

3rd.  That  every  mode  of  treatment  ought  to 
have  for  its  object,  the  modification  of  the  force 
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of  which  we  are  speaking,  and  to  bring  it  back 
to  the  normal  type,  from  which  it  has  tempor- 
ally strayed;  and  on  this  single  condition  it  is 
granted  us  to  obtain  radical  cures;  i.  e,  to  des- 
troy the  disease  in  its  cause  and  in  its  effect. 

A.  But  how  is  it  that  the  practitioners  under 
the  usual  system  do  not  adopt  at  once  this  new 
system,  since,  according  to  your  showing,  it  holds 
out  so  many  superior  advantages;  for  one  would 
suppose  that  they  would  naturally  enquire  into 
its  merits,  and  investigate  the  matter? 

B.  I had  almost  wished  you  had  not  put  such  a 
question;  for  whenever  I think  upon  the  matter, 
my  mind  is  filled  with  mixed  emotions  of  thank- 
fulness and  pity.  I cannot,  however,  help  re- 
marking, in  answer  to  your  question,  that  expe- 
rience and  history  exhibit  the  melancholy  fact,  that 
naturally,  the  faculty  oppose  with  all  their  might 
the  introduction  of  any  fundamental  principle, 
whether  it  is  likely  to  act  in  unison  with  their 
general  practice,  or  considerably  alter  it.  Take, 
for  instance,  the  reception  of  Harvey’s  doctrine 
and  Jenner’s  pratice;  it  would  really  seem,  that 
the  greater  the  benefit  likely  to  result  from  any 
new  discovery  the  more  the  opposition  is  increased. 
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Instead  of  the  profession  becoming  the  benefactors 
of  mankind,  in  testing  the  truth  of  any  new  doc- 
trine, they  become  their  greatest  and  cruellest 
enemies,  not  merely  by  remaining  themselves  in 
ignorance,  but  by  prejudicing  the  public  mind; 
presuming  that  objections,  started  by  a collective 
body  will  carry  such  weight  and  authority  as  to 
thrust  on  one  side  individual  reason  and  private 
judgment. 

A.  Well,  after  all  your  statements,  which  I 
must  confess  upon  the  whole  appear  reasonable, 
I think  I should  in  case  of  severe  illness,  submit 
to  the  usual  medical  treatment. 

B.  Indeed!  well,  such  a decision  does  not  much 
surprise  me;  for  it  requires  more  powerful  argu- 
ment than  human  reason  can  produce  to  uproot 
prejudice,  or  enlighten  the  understanding.  There 
are,  you  know,  to  this  day,  multitudes  who  would 
submit  to  innoculation  for  the  small-pox;  in  proof 
of  which,  the  legislature  has  been  compelled  to 
interfere,  by  imposing  a penalty  on  any  one  who 
should  thus  attempt  to  propagate  such  a foul  and 
loathsome  disease;  and  you,  fascinated  with  the 
old  plan  of  “two  table -spoonfuls  every  three  hours^ 
and  a pill  njght  and  morning,”  would  consent, 
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that  your  stomach  should  be  converted  into  a re- 
pository for  drugs;  but  should  you  unfortunately 
become  the  subject  of  severe  disease,  and  fail  to 
obtain  from  your  favorite  system  the  anticipated 
relief,  you  may  perhaps  call  to  mind  our  present 
conversation,  and  be  induced  to  add,  in  your  own 
person,  one  more  to  the  many  thousands,  who 
having  been  pronounced  incurable  by  their  medi- 
cal advisers,  have,  in  very  despair,  sought  succour 
by  Homoeopathy,  and  who  having  been,  through 
its  means,  restored  to  health  and  the  enjoyment  of 
life;  with  gratitude  and  joy,  cease  not  to  honor 
the  name  of  the  great  founder  of  Homoeopathy — 
SAMUEL  HAHNEMANN. 
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